116                         The Lrt/ttl System of India*

When we assumed in this country, what has not unfairly been
called the (degrading position of a landlord/ those who could
look into its distant conseqiiences could not predict any good
either to those who assumed the position or to those over whom
it was assumed. Had land been subject to a reasonable tax as a
(chargeable property * the prosperity of the agricultural and hence
of the commercial classes would have added to the taxable re-*
sources of the Government: but having seized the very vitals of
a society essentially agricultural, and having availed ourselves
of all the existing appliances for extracting* the best part of our
public wants from them,, we have not only impoverished the laud
but unfairly confined the operations of indirect taxation. Under
the direct control of land by government \ve have realised much
from the land but have not realised enough; we have not worked
its resources and yet the sources of income seem to be exhausted
and poverty on the increase.

That land was held in private proprietorship before the conquest
of the country by foreign invaders is a fact which the advocates
of government landlordism do not venture to deny, but yet
they assert that the Government to which we succeeded had
a lien on the land, and hence it is argued naturally enough that
we have succeeded to that right. If we look to the country
where the theory might have been carried out in comparative
safety,, we find that government control and interference
characterised by the settlers and the aborigines, in terms of
seditious severity. To the abominable policy of Government
being the sole purchaser of land is ascribed the evils which
have attended our occupation of the fertile soil of New Zealand,
While private traffic in land has not developed any peculiar evil,
the system adopted by Government has twice lead us into a war
with the natives, and if Government will COB descend to be a
perpetual supplicant for land it cannot at the same time be the
protecting arbiter.

But in India it has been generally accepted that the East
India Company, succeeding to the various native Govern-
ments, became absolute proprietor of the land, and that private
property in land can only exist under its warranty. This
interdict on private property is an idea borrowed from oriental
habits, and has been guarded by a commercial jealousy which
even community of race and feeling could not disarm. The
unscrupulous assertion of this dangerous prerogative has retarded
the progress of civilization, withholding the in vestment of capital
and the devotion of energy from a country so happily circumsta&ced